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Cle RYCROFT had not béen an Apostle. He had been an 
outsider there. Although he had Bloomsbury friends he had 
never been uncritical of them - mainly because of an element 
of preciosity in their lives. The Apostles had been a 

pukka establishment group - as had peen BURGESS, MACLEAN and 
PHILBY. I pointed out to him, however, that of these three 
only BURGESS had been an Apostle. Following the same line 

of thought I asked if he knew anything of the Heretics and 
although the name was familiar he knew nothing of them. I 
asked RYCROF!T whether he associated Guy BURGESS with 

Lettice RAMSEHY's circle; he thought it unlikely since BURGHSS 
would not have been interested in a circle dominated by a 
woman. 1 started to express doubts about this but RYCROFT 
immediately corrected himself saying that as soon as he 
formed the words he remembered that BURGESS used to claim 

to be bisexual. I asked him if he could remember BURGZSS 
supervising undergraduates in history but he could not even 
though he acknowledged that he probably would have. RYCROFT 
confirmed that Harry COLLIER (Trinity Hall 1930-36; PF 46,567) 
had been a member of Lettice RANSEY's circle. As he already 
had introduced the name of Vietor ROTHSCHILD, I asked how- wel... 
he had known him. He had only met him vaguely and thought 
him an ill-mannered man. He had known his present wife, Yess, 
as one of the "Sidgwick Five"; a group of Newnham girls who 
had been very good looking by Cambridge standards, two of 

the "Wivel had been Louise BRANDER and Beryl BEMAN. When I 
mentioned that BRANDER was a new name to me RYCROFT observed 
that as far as he knew she had shown no interest in politics; 
Brian SINON had, RYCROFT thought been in love with here ic 
could remember him going around singing “every little breeze 
seems to Whisper Louise", RYCROFY had often repeated this 
anecdote to disprove allegations that Brian was homosexual. 

He thought that Louise might have married John FLETCHER-COOKE, 
He. could not remember the other two of the Five but recalling 
that Heidi SIMON and Angela RICARDO were two of the best looking 
girls perhaps it had been then. He remembered that Heidi had 
married a Sinhaliese. 


COMMENT 
LE ETS 


Tess ROTHSCHILD (Newnham 1935-38; 
PF 605,565) and Beryl HEMAN (Newnham 
1936-39/41-h4y; PF 211,253) are on record. 
HODGART remembered them as friends and 
that HHMAN had been active in the C.P. 
BRANDER, who would be M.L. BRANDER, who 
took (BUsil Bécnommcs in L9355%and Polis 
in 1935 and is now Mrs. BIRCHALL, is no 
trace. John FLETCHER-COOKE's Who's Who 
entry makes no reference to a wife of 
this name. Heidi SIMON (Newnham 1935-38; 
PF 221,784) married Pieter KEUNEMAN 
(Pembroke 1936-40; RL 451/313). 
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PF .604604 


Copy tos PP.605565)~ 


NOTE FOR FILE 


PROS ee ee oe 


Lord ROTHSCHILD dueynenne this morning in | | 
response to my letter of 3rd February and suggested 


that he should come and visit me in my office during 


lunch time today. He arrived somewhat earlier than I 
expected and we talked for forty minutes about a variety 
of problems. 


ee - He opened by asking which of his many friends 

we wanted to see this time. I said that he would 
remember that he had discussed an interview with 

Richard LLEWELYN-DAVIES on a number of previous occasions 
with K/i-vissr and that we had now reached the point 
where we felt that we should delay no longer. Although 
I had been unwilling to involve him as a go-between 

it had been felt by a number of people (including the 
D.G) that he, Lord ROTHSCHILD, could more easily than 
anyone else persuade LLSWELYN-DAVIES to come to a 
meeting with us. I stressed that this would be a 
gentlemanly and courteous meeting and that what we 

had in mind was an interview in a room at Browns Hotel 
at a time and date to suit LLEWELYN-DAVIES's convenience, 


De Lord ROTHSCHILD's initial reaction was that he 
feared that Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES would make a row. On | 
further thought, however, he considered that he might 

have expressed this opinion at a time when the Labour 
Government were in power which would have given Pat 
LLEWELYN=-DAVIES an opportunity of making a direct 

approach to the then Prime Minister accusing us of 

witch hunting. He added that it was for consideration 
whether in fact the situation would be better or worse 

with a Conservative Government in power. To this I 

replied that however difficult Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES 

might be, we could not shirk the issue any longer and 

we must face the consequences of her proving difficult. 

If necessary, I said, we would be prepared to let 

Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES be present at the interview even 

though we would prefer that she was not. Lord ROTHSCHILD 
said that he and his wife Tess both thought, perhaps 
wrongly, that Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIES, although far to the 
Left, had not been e ed in any sinister activity 

whereas it was highly likely that Richard LLEWELYN-—DAVIES 
had been. The likelihood was, therefore, that if he 

was invited to an interview he would prefer not to have 

his wife present, if 


“2 
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4. Lord ROTHSCHILD then asked me what I thought he 
should say to LLEWELYN-DAVIES. I therefore handed him 
the suggested seript which I had prepared (serial 160a) 
which, after he had got over his first surprise at this 
unexpected efficiency, he studied with some care. He 
said that he thought he would have no difficulty in 
asking LLEWELYN-DAVIES to meet him for a drink on a 
private matter and speaking to him along the lines of 
the seript which he returned to me. He said that he 
did not know whether LLEWELYN-DAVIES would be willing 
to attend an interview bt thought that he would find 

it very difficult to refuse. 


Se Lord ROTHSCHILD then asked what we knew about 
LLEWELYN-DAVIES's character and personality. I said 
that we knew very little about him indeed and this was 
one of our problems when tackling what might well be an 
extremely delicate and diffieult interview. He 
suggested then that he and his wife, but particularly 
his wife, should brief us on what she knew because she 
knew both the LLEWELYN-DAVIES's better than he did 

and Pat LLEWELYN-DAVIESS was perhaps one of her closest 
friends, He said that he thought that his wife would 
be very “appy to come and taik to us in the office, 
though he would also say that I would be happy to see 
her at my home if she wanted to speak in rather less 
austere surroundings. I took this opportunity to ask 
him whether he thought his wife would be willing to be 
taken through her past in a more methodical manner than 
had been employed in the past. Lord ROTHSCHILD said he 
thought that K/Adviser and Evelyn MeBarnet had asked a 
considerable number of questions and Miss McBarnet had 
certainly taken copious notes, but I pointed out that 
this elicitation had not been undertaken by someone 
with a deep knorledge of Cambridge in the '30s and that 
my colleague who would be involved in the interview with 
LLEWELYN-DAVIES and would need to be briefed by Tess 
ROTHSCHILD, was such an individual. I suggested that 
when we met for our briefing from his wife perhaps we 
could put the question to her direct, He said that we 
were welcome to do so and that he was pretty certain 
that she would be prepared to talk about almost 
everybody except Judith HUBBACK. He said that Tess 

and Judith had been exceptionally close when they were 
at Cambridge, even though the ROTHSCHILDs now thought 
that Judith HUBBACK was the biggest bore in the business. 


6. We digressed re eal to talk about Alister WATSON 
who, Lord ROTHSCHILD thought, might well have had a 
homosexual relationship with LLEWELYN-DAVIES at a time 
when the latter was an undergraduate and the former a 
senior member of the university. He also said that he 
thought there was some form of close, if not intimate 
relationship between WATSON and LLEWELYN-DAVIES's sister, 
Shaun. I said that from my recollection I knew that 

they were in touch with each other at one time but that 

I had no idea how close this relationship might have been. 
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T. Lord ROTHSCHILD asked me if I thought that 
LLEWELYN-DAVIES might still be active on behalf of the 
RIS, if indeed he had ever been recruited. I said this 
was an impossible question to answer and I really could 
not say. Lord ROTHSCHILD pointed out that he asked 
this question because he knew that K/Adviser still had 
reservations about the degree to which BLUNT had told 
all he knew even if he was not actually under current 
Russian control. | 


8, Finally Lord ROTHSCHILD expressed concern about 
the activities of the new Left and the Protest Movement 
amongst the young generally and said that he hoped that 
we were taking appropriate action and that whatever 
action we did take was understood and accepted by those 
in authority. I said that I could not answer for this 
in any precise detail but I was pretty certain that this 
was a problem to which very considerable thought was 
being given in the office at present. Lord ROTHSCHILD 
added that his concern stemmed from the fact that his 
daughter had been inveigied into attending some gathering 
at which she cooked food for miners picketing a power 
station. This experience had worried her and she had 
reported to Lord ROTHSCHILD that it seemed that a 
bunch of extremely nice miners were being manipulated 
for subversive ends by people who had no interest 
whatever in the miners' real welfare. I took mental 
noe cf this because I remember very recently having 
geen a piece of FIB telecheck material which seemed to 
indicate that Emma ROTHSCHILD was in touch with one of 
the anarchist organisations. 


9. Before he left I gave Lord ROTHSCHILD a slip 

of paper with LLEWELYN-DAVIES's addresses and telephone 
numbers so as to save him the trouble of looking them up. 
Onee again he expressed astonishment at this somewhat 
trivial service. I was left wondering about the 
efficiency or inefficiency of the Service during the 
period at which he was a member, 


Pp. F. Stewart 


K.3/0 
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PERSONAL Copy to: PF.604604 


Tel: O1 734-6050 3 February 1972 
ext.640 


PF .605 ,565/K3/0 — 


SSeS SSS SSS SSS 2S SSS 


; 
le Dear Lord Rothschild, 


I I am a friend and colleague of Pete: wright, and 
| we have been working in the same general field for some 
| ears. Before he departed on his present trip overseas 
e promised that he would mention to you that, in his 
absence, I might be getting in touch with you. to ask 
your help. Whether he did so I do not know. I would 
be grateful, however, if you could spare me a short 
time in which I could explain my problem, 


I realise that you must have many calis on your 
time, and I will make myself available at a time and place 
of your choosing. There is unfortunately one snag. I am 

paralysed as a result of wounds, and consequently am 
confined to a wheeled chair. Steps, such as lead up to 
your front door in St. James’ Place and to the Cabinet 
Office, confound me. I could drive to Cambridge, if 
that would suit you; or I would be very happy to meet you 
€ in my own home in South Kensington - though this might 
f mean taking up rather more of your time than aoe can spare. 


Would it be possible for your secretary to 
telephone me at the office to say whether you could see 
me; and if so wherewe could meet. 


P, F. Stewart 


The Lord Rothschild, ¢.M., 
\ re he James' Place, 
i 5. 
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PP 604,582 
Copy for PF 605,565“ 


Note 


Teas ROTHSCHILD paid a brief visit to BLUNT On wednesday 
26th January 1972. Aecording to BLUKT, she had asked whether 
she could cali on him seme time between 12.30 and 2.30. Ke 
had a guest to luneh that day so had Suggested 12.45 to Tess. 
In fact she atrived, so he said, at 11.45. 


(Notes How or when these arrangements were made is not 
known. TOWROPE does not operate on the office between 
$.30 & oh» and 6.00 DeM.). 


2. Tess, BLUNT and GASKIN Came into the sitting room at 11.58, 
BLUNT having Obviously met her downstairs. She drank half a glass 
of Sherry and then left agein at 12.21, hoping "to get back" in 
ten minutes to Wi8re-ever, 


3e Ge he unable te determine what the purpose of her visit 
May have been. It wag made, if the information in paragraph one 
is accurate, at-her initiative. Source was able to detect nothing 
of apparent security interest. Source Was not however informed 

of what BLUNT and Tees may have talked about downstairs. 


(Full report at 435 in Supp D; paragraph one based on 
34 in Supp D). 


KZ 
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FROM THE PRESS SECTION 


by-“in 7, ak 


Lord Rothschild says ‘one-sided : 


attack’ on his report is. 


ay 
v4 


not helpful to rational dialogue 


By Pearce Wright 
Science Correspondent 


Lord Rothschild defended his 
report, A Framework for Govern- 
ment Research and Development, 
before an inquiry of the Select 
Committee on Science and Tech- 
nology yesterday. 

Contrary to what many people 
had argued, he said in a preliminary 
memorandum, the report did not 
Suggest that the amount of basic 
tesearch or of “strategic ’ research 
should be reduced. 


The object of his proposals was 
to ensure proper customer control 
of that part of the resource for 
tesearch which the Government 
decided should be devoted to the 
pursuit of practical objectives. 

Lord Rothschild described the 
public response of the scientists, 
which, he said, come’ mainly 
through letters to The Times, as 
emctional and not helpful to a 
dialogue between rational ‘people. 

_The . one-sided. nature of the 
attack on his recommendations for 
change, he suggested, was reflected 
in the fact that eight out of 10 of 


. the witmesses to be called by the 


select committee could be described 
as being on the research council 
lobby. 

Mr Airey Neave, chairman of 
the committee, made it clear the 
choice of witnesses was not Lord 
Rothschild’s business. 

Lord Rothschild was asked first 
to explain why he stated that one 
of the main principles of his 


.report (that of a customer-con- 


tractor principle for research) was 
self-evident. 


(This proposition has led to the 


recommendation to transfer large’ 


sums of money from the research 
councils to ministry. departments, 
which become the customers.) 

In the course of examination 
Lord Rothschild suggested, with 
the hindsight of the extensive 
criticisms and misinterpretations, 
that he could see a case for having 
produced a much longer report, 

Sir Harry Legge-Bourke asked if 
there was a difference between the 
report in the published Green 
Paper and the final document sub- 
mitted to the Cabinet. Lord 
Rothschild felt unable to answer. 

He said he did not believe it 


‘would be more efficient, even if 


more convenient, if the research 
councils continued to get all their 
funds from one source. He fully 
appreciated the need for stability 
for them and the institutions they 


supported, 
He agreed that since the 
customer / contractor principle 


could not be appropriately applied 
to the Government's support of 
basic research. or educational 
research the effect on research 


carried out in universities should 


not be detrimental. 

There was nothing to stop a re- 
search council from subcontracting 
some. of its commissioned work to 
universities. There were therefore 


~no grounds for suggesting that the 


customer / contractor principle 
would reduce the funds for invest- 
ment in university research. 

It had been a cardinal principle 
of parliamentary democracy to 
defend the British public against 
monopolies. Yet the research 


_ physical 


"ho excuse for not trying and for 


councils were in a + monopolistic 
position, Lord Rothschild said. 
Some scientists had observed that 
objectives could not be specified as 
precisely in the biological as in the 
sciences and that the 
customer/contractor principle was 
often inapplicable to medical; 
ecological and agricultural research. 


Objectives could not be speci- 
fied more precisely than current 
knowledge permitted but there was 


relegating as much. research ~as 
possible in those fields to the 
“pure” and “strategic” cate: 
gories, convenient as that might be. 

Much of the report: was-con- 
cerned with the improved depart- 
mental organizations needed to 
make the customer/contractor prin- 
ciple a success. The transfer of re- 
sources from the Department of 
Education and Science to depart- 
ments should be conditional upon 
the establishment of efficient chief 
Scientist organizations in the 
Ministry of Agriculture and De- 
partment of Health and- Social 
Security. 

Lord Rothschild emphasized the 
need for close cooperation between 
the departments on the one hand 
and the research councils and the 
scientific community at large on 
the other: © ~ 

While not seeking to belittle the 
contribution that scientists made 
towards the identification and ful- 
filment of customers’ needs for 
research, Lord Rothschild did not 
think they should exclusively 
determine what those needs are. 

The committee is expected to 
continue to sit until about Easter. . 
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. ‘ 5 Dr. Herbert 


The 1971 Medical Directory gives:- 
| 
| 
| 


HERBERT, Emmanuel, 21 Devonshire Place, | 
‘Ie1. M.D. Heidelb 1923. M.R.C.S. Eng., 
L.R.C.P. London 1925 (Heidelb, Moscow, 
and University Collere). Order of Knight | 
of Pole Star (Sweden). Medical Adviser | 
Marks and Spencer, Simpsons (Piccadilly), 

Bramber Engineering Co. Ltd., Transworld 
Airlines. 
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FROM THE PRESS SECTION 
THE TIMES 


At ot ; 
Lord Rothschild and his ‘so- 
called “ think-tank” are getting 


| Yet there is little public infor- 
|} mation about the role, compo- 
| sition and modus operandi of 
| this seemingly ubiquitous 
shadow in the corridors or Mr 
Heath’s new style of government. 

In his recent pamphlet, A New 
Style Emerges, Mr David 
Howell, Parliamentary Secretary 
in the Civil Service Department, 
wrote, “the CPRS ... is a co- 
ordinating staff for the Cabinet 
as a whole, whose job is to pull 
together the different pieces of 
the overall picture and set them 
before ministers as a background 
for ministerial i 
policy and strategy.” 

Warming to his theme, Mr 
Howell added that “it will 
strengthen the Cabinet and 
strengthen the Government 


which was elected to govern. 


Thus it helps to make more of a 
reality of the democratic pro- 
cess *”. 

A body that can achieve so 
much deserves a closer look. It 
has a total desk staff of 15 in- 
cluding Lord Rothschild him- 
self. Of these, seven were re- 
cruited from the career Civil 
Service (two from the Treasury. 
two from the Department of 
Trade and Industry, two from 
the Ministry of Defence and one 
from the Foreign Office), 


Handpicked 


One of the Treasury recruits is 
a professional economist. The 
other six civil servants are general 
administrators. Of the eight 
members of the staff recruited 
from outside Whitehall. two are 
professional economists, two 
(one Lord Rothschild) are 
natural scientists from industry, 
one is a demographer specializ- 
ing in population studies, and 
three are “generalists” (one 
being an ex-civil servant). 

The whole staff has been hand- 
picked with great care, nine of 
them being chosen at Lord 
Rothschild’s personal initiative. 
The staff has two joint seconds- 
in-command : one—Professor 
C. Ross—from outside Whitehall 
and one—Peter Carey—from the 
Civil Service. Otherwise it has no 
internal hierarchy and no fixed 
allocation of duties. Everyone 
works directly for Lord Roths- 


child on tasks: ed by him 
accordi themeeds and the 
the m 


| hunches+ 


th oment. 
al DAG Mec ER AES 


output — is 


essentially of three kinds. First _ 
| are Lord Rothsehild’s personal — 


Sha more into the news. : 


thinking on: 


tv ren een ewe ae anes 


studies, it clearly cannot lie in 
the scale of resources or experi- 
ence which it can put into dis- 
covering new facts. 

It lies elsewhere: in its 
emancipation from any “de- 
partmental view ”’; in its greater 
freedom to pursue ideas to their 
logical conclusion ; in its ability 
to talk candidly to outside in- 
terests and principals without 
feeling that it is in any way com- 
mitting the Government; in its 
special sensitivity to the overall 
consistency of Government poli- 
cies and the coherence of their 
supposedly unifying philosophy 
(though this may degenerate 
into a “post hoc” doctrinal 
cloak of respectability for naked 
“ad hoccery”); in Lord Roth- 
schild’s personal access, indepen- 
dently of official channels. to 
outside sources of information 
and opinion; and in the sheer 
acumen for which the staff 
members were chosen. These 
advantages arte by no means 
wholeheartedly or unanimously 
acknowledged by the rest of 
Whitehall. 

The third type of CPRS out- 
put takes the form of running 
responses to requests for com- 
ments on the. normal business 
coming befare the Cabinet and 
Cabinet committees. These 
always pass through Lord 
Rothschild’s hands and may 
either be briefs for individual 
ministers who request them or 
papers for ministers collectively. 

This is a special privilege 
since it is otherwise very rare 
in Whitehall for officials to 
take part actively in ministerial 
committee meetings. It is. not 
entirely clear what the position 
is at the level of the Cabinet 
itself. But CPRS members are 
the only officials to attend Mr 
Heath’s. twice-yearly “ strategy ” 
sessions of the Cabinet at 
Chequers. 

On one occasion at least the 
CPRS did challenge the recom- | 
mendation of an official com- 
mittee, which had produced the 
usual painstakingly negotiated 
inter - departmental consensus. 
After reference back, the CPRS 
view was upheld by ministers. 
This is regarded as a good ex- 
ample of the CPRS fulfilling its 


ities. _ These consist partly ne ze 


4 highly informal (he hates 
‘committees)—some _ 
‘alists “even say furtive—chats 


with ministers and senior civil. 


servants, especially the key 
‘permanent secretaries, as well 
_as frequent if irregular access to 
the Prime Minister. Besides 
giving this kind of intimate 
advice and soothing Whitehall 
sensibilities they also inelude 
Lord Rothschild’s unique per- 
sonal contacts throughout the 
(| country and indeed round the 
world, 

The second form of CPRS out- 
putis a major report. These are 
cases where the staff makes a 

.| comparatively intensive study of 
a chosen topic because it either 
runs across the frontiers of 


normal departmental responsi- 


bility or raises what is regarded 
as a basic issue of Government 
strategy or is thought to require 
a second opinion to test against 
an entrenched 
view. 

Topics chosen for such “in 
depth” treatment include the 
organization of Government re- 
search and development, the 
Concorde project, Government 
support for a _ British-owned 
computer industry, the  prin- 
ciples of regional economic 
policy and the shape of future 
fue] and energy policies. If the 
CPRS has any comparative 
advantage in making such 


tradition- _ 


departmental . 


“much the same position as a. 


newspaper's leader-writer. 
Indeed it has yet to be proved 
that the CPRS can avoid the 
twin dangers of remote “ ivory 
tower” ineffectiveness and of 
submersion in the rush of routine | 
business merely by contributing — 


_arm-chair commentaries on some 


selected topics and providing a 
24-Hours-type “ view ” on every- 
thing else. 

Eyen on the major topics the 
question remains whether, for 
example, the value of the CPRS’ 
“anti-lobby lobby” rein on 
departmental hobby horses, such 
as the Concorde, is outweighed 
by the costs of having regional 
economic policy torn up by the 
roots—and as a result effectively 
suspended-—-for two years. The 
provisional impression is that in 
practice the CPRS has done more 
good than harm. But it still has 
to be shown beyond doubt that 
there would be a job for such 
an institution in a central 
Government where all depart- 
ments and all ministers were up | 
to their jobs. 


Peter Jay 


Economics Editor 
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\ Extract from Note~for-ftte/Interview Report 
PF ,605565 


Wxtracti fOr Hite INO. sje cis ors iol oe reap g Ses ances tine ae He J 


Original in File No......n 5.9.0.0 T NF eee eee 


Date and Place of “Interview/Meceting 


Dr. Michael R.A. CHANCE of Birmingham 
with (also give security context of person being interviewed) .. University: Looe. oo CHANGE (UCL 1952=36) _ 
was a member of the Organising Committee of the UCL Communist Group. He 
is.thought.to..be.a-useful: source within the limits imposed bya patchy” 


memory . e 
reareacl NUR iat Selatal Dr. Michael CHANCE eed steeseratnd-eataal nese oe nae mute nel Mine Manet e,tdd. tua stahbers tees Mum era ein SMa Meate tte tne 


Oricer. MMMM. sing @ Of seeesteeen Roa 


Extracted by...... mes. Peeves ota Weta Brie ta eaters ere SOEChiONS ciaimnesarchmsenetens | Oe Date..........49 


Fee Rie iil big [Seana eS Aah abe 4€ Sows 
Pepe NST ass eh SOAs See ee et gin at 5 ae cot a 
Se Ea gana Ags GU igrS cll ag RDS Up aca ah AubReNeeilah her 2 : 
say y 
. 


saat BIL BNL eM oh Oe . : Biers Adhiawed 


Cg 


3 I reminded CHANCE that at our previous meeting he 
had mentioned attending meetinss in LDEVELYN-DAVIES'S ; 
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ref: PF 605565 


Note for file 


Lady ROTHSCHILD rang me on 
Sunday 28 November. In the course 
of conversation she swore me to 
secrecy and said she had had a 
sight of Goronwy REES's new book 
called "A Chapter of Accidents" 
which is about Guy BURGESS. It 
is being published in February by 
Chatio & Windus (?). She said that 
some of it was pretty vicious stuff 
but that he had been relatively 
kind to Anthony BLUNT this time. 
Part of it was also an apologia for 
the "People" incident in 1956. 


ae Lady ROTHSCHILD said that she 
thought we ought to try and get a 
sight of it before it was published. 
She had been only able to skim 
through galley proofs in a friend's 
house. Neither REES nor the 
publishers had any idea she had seen 


ite She asked us to be particularly 
careful to protect her. T said that 
I would. 
BG Booey a) atte 
Peter M. Wright 
/ 
K. Adv. Vi 


17 December 1971. 


© Crown Copyright 


ID bo 


The National Archives' reference KV 2/4534 


eS 


ref: PF 803613 


ies PF 605565 


Note for file 


® Lady ROTHSCHILD rang me on 
Sunday 28 November to tell me that 
she had made a number of enquiries 
about the RUSSELLs. Nobody had 
given her any indication that 
RUSSELL had been queer at Cambridge. 
Neither had she picked up any 
indication of sexual peculiarities 
in either of the RUSSELLs, since she 
felt confident that she would have 
picked up a smell if there was 
anything to find. 


PETO® ©. WRIGHT 


Peter M. Wright 


Ke Adve 
17 December 1971. 
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| and ourselves. ie: did however talk at sone 9 edo about 
WO subjects 


a) the R.I.8, attempts at penetration of Israel; | 
vb) the future of Western Zurope. 


is clearly suspicious of the Jews in general and 
considers that the R,1.S, have achieved considerable penetration 


here; on more than one cecasion he referred to Lord ROTHSCHILD 
in terms implying suspicion but without making any specific 
allegation, He did, however, say that shortly after STALIN's 
death BERIYA had directed an R.I.S. officer whom 
to grit parte a@ massive plan of the penetration of Isra 
_ the en ation of 20,000 Jews and a large musbex 
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We spoke about these two 
photographs, which were taker on 
a ski-ing holiday in Austria in 
January 1937. 


Ore The originals were lent to 
U.R.G. by Rosemary WEAVER (FF.64 


Ty 


| 
| 


| 
157); nba} 


who revembered 'CROW' as a a ae 


student from Cambridge. If you can 


offer any clue to his identity I 
would be very grateful. 


141th November 1971 
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Sent to SLO Washington under cover of a letter CM ie) Puay 
reference K3/Gen.H10: of 13th October, 1971 ee Ay te | 
TOP SECRET PR.47,638 
| G. Ee 
Rudolf(o) @ Relf KATZ Py) for PE GOS 


Borni 6,.5,1899 at Prankfurt-on-llain, 
German. Naturalised Argentinian, 


Member of Comaunist Party from 1921. 
Editor of economic-political newspapers. 


Reported to be involved in Comintern activities in Berlin 
with Boris RONIGER. 


226301933. Fled from Germany to Paris. 
csApril, 1935 _ Met BURGESS in Paris, 
September, 1936 Came to the U.K. Acting as financial 


adviser to the Fornalit Company of Buenos Aires, 
owned by Dr, Herbert HOFFMANN, 


introduced by BURGESS to Vietox ROTHSCHILD and his mother, 
whose financial adviser, through BURGESS, he became. 


( : 
‘® Zarly 1937 Left U.K. for the Argentine, Continued 
| to correspond with BURGESS and to send him financial 
reports for onward transmission to the ROTHSCHIIDS, 


September, 1937 Returned to U.K. Still acting for Dr. 
seen HOP PMANT . | 


JUNE, Ee . sine mod eee he was peigpeann pet 
W a naval ra and possibly engaging in espionage 
for the Germans. He made an admission that the 
association was a homosexual one. 


September, 1939 Uneonfixrmed report that he was said to 
be in touch with the Gestapo. Investigations were 
made without result. 


May, 1949. Instructed to leave the U.K. as a result 
, of our unresolved suspicions, 
€ dune, 1940 Left U.K. for Buenos Aires (Calle 
Florida 1065) in the Andalucia Star. 
Barly 1951 Left the Argentine for Montevideo. 
Took a post with U.N.O. 
June, 1951 Immediately after the disappearance of 


BURGESS and MACLEAN a statement was made by a source 
who has proved fairly reliable that he regarded KATZ 
as one of DURGESS's direct sources, because of the 
frequency of the contact between them. BURGESS had 
enee hinted KATZ had been in Moscow and had been some 
forn of economic assistant to a Comintern organisation, 
The source later indicated he oeretre oe of having 
a + anata rather than an agent role vis a vis | 


e 


% 
i 4 


” Wi; 
ny | 
Trip Kee pe | ey 
PF. SECRECY Sais 1954 oe s { 
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TOP SECRE? 
a ae 


Jdume, 1957 Letters and reports from KATZ to 
BURGESS found among SURGESS's possessions. Some 
of the earlier items in this summary are know to 
us through this material). 


276721951 KATZ interviewed by F.B.I. in New York 
City. Said he met BURGESS in England in about 1936 
through Victor ROTHSCHILD, He mentioned that he was 
advising the ROTHSCHILDS on economic problems but 
did not mention BURGESS's part in this. He made out 
that his contacts with BURGESS were of a purely social 
nature. 


duly, 1956 According to the F.B,I., KATZ was in 
Chile. They proposed to interview him about his 
connection with RIVOSH and RONIGER, 

January, 19577 Boris RONIGER interviewed. In his 
deseription of KATZ he mentioned that he had heard 


that it was KATZ who had reeruited MACLEAN and BURGESS 
cd for the Russians. 


K3/6 
13.2107 
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K3/FH sv a Nay at 


axtracted. DV erect eesesveresecereorers DACA lgo ole: bleleleias che siete seielee¢.0 e/a siels\s 0 o.eis 


Subject: Dudley DANBY 


Reason for K.3. Interest: To investigate DANBY's contacts with 
pk had aa PHILBY and an allegation made in 1969 
that he was a Russian spy 


Reliepi lity: Without further enugiry it is impossible to 
assess his reliability 


Date and Plece of Interview: Room 055 on Dia) (as 


Interviewing Cfificen: E. W. PRATT @ (if used) 


> a Eee Ee en 


e < ° s e 


ANyeli- I raised the subject of the liberality 
of Flora's entertainment of her friends. DANBY 
agreed that her soirees were widely known: Flora's 
guests were "a very varied bunch — indeed they were 
an astonishing collection". I asked him t el 1m. 
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She 


en % 


oe — ~—. ales Pi Si ie es at ae Rinses ta Sa Loney bi = per. eof at se ak te! 
| 42 He said the name was familiar and he recognized her ae 
| photograph. after a pause, he asia: “Wasn't she tne girifriens a) 
$ Piya oe aw ae aha — ae i ri : Ls i : Bf, ; 
the chan who wrete that excellent book on Palestine, See 
| the Nignt'? He had been 4 Communist, then ceased to be; ne also 
AX 2ee% af eas rt Bene a ea | vm h : S memory was right : thi g 
wrote ‘Yogi and the Commsssal s tf his memor} Z 
@ sy i Qo rar) win & ~ CASS : Laer te a ba oe ; 2 
girl had cecagionally been at F.0ra Be 
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ue 
| file doss not Suggest any connec ton 8 eae 
himself ana Tess MAYOR. = yp adged. Wi Gh en ee 
associated with the Bentancs#K Spree OL ee 
House circles; nor Goes he seen to have SN a 
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opportunity to Gevelor any such relationsoipse 
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\t the outbreak of war he went to France and —s_— 
when the Germans moved in in 1940, he was interned. 
On his release he made his way to the U.K. where 
he was sent to Pentonville Prison (as he had no 
| visa) until December, 1940. He then wrote a book 
| and by April, 1941, he joined the Pioneer Corps in 
which he served until he was invalided out a year 
| later. | 


py oe 


by rs u 
. ee v- 7 ot on a re 
1016! ER - 4 ai: eee 


@ | It is possible during the months between 
| December, 1940, and April, 1941, he may have made 
contact with Flora SOLOMON and/or Tess MAYOR but 
there is nothing to suggest that he did... At) that 
time he was living in Bute Street, S.W.7 with 
Daphne HARDY (no trace), a sculptress, who had 
been with him in France. 


Despite DANBY's spontaneous reaction to 
MAYOR's name and photograph, I feel that 


F ner 


S 


Tess 
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EXTRACT FROM F2/URG INTERVIEW REPORT i Z | 
EXUACITOn ENG NOM teow aitel tiervencey aia ions Nasal ie eases ROTHSCHILD ie TN: pen Ge PA 
Original tn File Na. : we Oe O2s. betes yesh aaleeaten Voli One Serial .29°8 . Dated ......... 
Extracted pyc de) ue mee: /F2/URG Date “lee ley a DR Nt WEIN 


Subject: George BARNARD 


University, College and dates: St. John's College, Cambridge. 1933-37 


Position in Student Movement or other significant involvement: Member of the Cambridge 
University branch of the Communist Party (CL UEOUP Nie GSS —oi7 s m)embex, 


of the C.U.C.P. Organising Committee (Org. Com.) 1935/6, and 
Secretariat 1936/7 


Reliability: He is regarded as reliable 


‘te and Place of Interview: Room 055 20th September, 1971 


Interviewing Officer: io aaah 2 @ (if used) 


Cambridre Scientists Anti-Nar Group 


chewe I asked BARNARD whether he had been particularly t 
involved with the Cambridge Scientists Anti-War group. he | 
said that he had not since its members had been mostly research 
students working on the Cavendish site with BEENARD as the 
moving spirit. I asked BARNARD how they were associated witn 
she Cambridge Anti-Viar Committee and his impression was that 
they were affiliated to it. he did not’ think that the 
Camoridge Scientists Anti-Var Group Was @ CP organisation, i 
althourh it was Marxist in outloox. IT commented that they must 
have needed funds to finence the publication of their reports etc. 
ang asked whether he had any ideas 2s TO vel SOULCS or une 

money. BaAcNARD suggested that some of their sore wealohy 
supporters, like, for exemple, Victor ROTHSCHILD, might nave 

made donations but he thought that this would not have been _ 
necessary because their pamphlets were sold nationally anc Ov 
just in Cambridge. Sone of their posters had been particularly 
striking and had been sold anc their meeting places were 
probably provided free of charge by organisations lixe tne 


GUaKELPS . 
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Reference..£+ ~605 ,5 GO eb Rh 2 


Copy to: PF.61,365 
PF.868,786 »/o 


Note for File 


Reference 211a, on 10.9.71. another letter came in 
to F.2, from the U.K.A.E.A. submitting a further long essay 
from Dr. Keturah LITTLE, 


eae In this latest effusion she repeated and expanded on 
much of what she had said in the attachment to 211a. This 
time, however, she did not specify that "X" - director of 
the three groups working in this country towards Russian 
domination of the world - was Lord ROTHSCHILD: she merely 
named him as one strong candidate among several others 
(including ZUCKERMAN) . 


ee Her most particular accusation against ROTHSCHILD on 
this occasion is that his influence (especially at Cambridge) 
is behind much genetics and bio-medical activity of an 
unwholesome and harmful nature. 


4. Her most interesting hypothesis otherwise is on the 
subject of Atomic Energy. She maintains that our immense 
know-how and all round start in this field has been 
whittled away by deliberate policy: the sharing of know- 
how and technique with Russia; the reduction in funds for 
long-term research; the general running down of Atomic 
Energy activity in the same way that the British Aircraft 
Industry has been run down. (She has a theory that money 
provided by Lord Nuffield to be spent on high quality 
technical education for the scientists of the future has 
been diverted to Nuffield College and the social sciences). 
She regards the halting of our nuclear energy development 
as a Major objective of "X"'s group. 


Ds She points out that there is long-term, more or less 
permanent co-operation on biological/radiation subjects 
between scientists in the Atomic Inérgy programme and those 

in the Medical Research Council and sees possibilities in 

this both for leakage of delicate information and manipulation 
of research to subversive ends. She maintains that work done 
under a Ministry of Health contract at AWRE was used as an 
excuse for passing on gratuitous information about AWRE. 


ML: 


B. Palliser 


K3/6 ie 


23rd September, 1977 


DDE 18-77 
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ref: PF 41186 ~} | 
eenyi OP 605565 me 


Note for file 


I saw Lord Rothschild on Monday 235 August at his 
request. 


2 He said that his interest in JONES seemed to have 
caused a lot of heat and steam, He himself was not 
unduly worried and it would be up to Burke and Allen to 
sort it out, He said he presumed I was aware of the 
correspondence between himself and Allen, I said I was. 
I went on to say that he would realise that my management 
were very anxious not to upset their relations with the 
Fr) Home Office as most of the day-to-day business with the 
Government had to be conducted through the Home Office, 
Rothschild said he fully accepted this and hoped that he 
* had done nothing to prejudice our affairs. 


Be I went on to say that I had been asked to make clear 
to him that when I had said that we were not investigating 
JONES in a counter espionage sense it should be taken 
into account that the Home Office Warrant to have a 
telephone check on JONES had in fact been granted on a 

K Branch brief. I said that although the case was now 
processed by F Branch, the counter subversion branch, 
This was because without permission to install technical 
aids such as microphones on JONES, it was very unlikely 
that we would get the evidence we required to establish 
whether JONES was in any way controlled by the Russian 
Intelligenee Service, F Branch had a watching brief and 
would bring to our attention anything on the counter 
espionage side which was relevant. 


4. I then said to Rothschild that I considered it 
essential that he should not try and put pressure on the 
Home Office or the Home Secretary to give us clearance 

it to do these microphone operations, since it clearly would 

a make bad blood between ourselves and the Home Office. 
Rothschild gave me a categorical assurance that he would 
not raise the matter either in the Cabinet Office or with 
Sir Philip Allen. He fully accepted that his intervention 
in this matter now would do nothing but damage. I pointed 
out to Rothschild that it was not as if there was any 
guarantee that putting microphones in on JONES would solve 
the problem, We could only say that it might. 
Rothschild said that he saw this. 


5. We discussed the JONES case a little further but I 
did not add anything to what I have already recorded as 
having told him. He asked me if he could have a list 


aa few 
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for his own information of the names of the commissars 
in the International Brigade, I said that I would 
provide it. 


PETER M. WRIGHT 


Peter M. Wright 


K/Adviser 
25 August 1971. 
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copy of minute on PF 41186 (JONES) j 
652 

DDG through KY copy: “PF 605565 
KX _o/r 

You may care to see my note on my conversation 
with Rothschild on Monday night at serial 65la. 
Ze I am confident that Rothschild is under control 
and will not do anything to damage this Service's 
relations with the Home Office. He gave me the 
nost solemn assurance that he would not. 

er ian ae oe 

K/Adviser . Peter M. Wright 
25 August 1971 
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PA, PF, 605,565 Cutting from Private Eye ; 
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this once great country is insane, patriotic } 
Britons will look to their Leader of the body assumed he would fall flat on his face, 


Opposition with anxious eyes. At this and so truculent in his obstinacy, that he 


CROSSBUM 

Blackma il McCarthy-style indignity, of course, which 

explains how ex Communists like Denis 

Moscow ‘stooge close to thevcentre ‘of power: 17 alia shoulite incl aed ian an eee 
A personal message from your Chairman, Rothchild's failure to achieve top security | to HP Sauce withoul delay. 
reason to believe that the Prime Minister of | Grocer, meanwhile, is so demented by con- Broad before and broad behind." 
stage, it: would be inappropriate to.say more g Tolses Lo-acrul deteat and appoint somes a. | minoaphiat wasithis aspech ont iteaian 
Mr Harold Wislon has not resigned from should feel ashamed of himself, if, indeed, | verses on the subject of Crossbum's be- 


©, © es 
a | 
OBITUARY | 
| 
e e 
Healey are able to reduce Britain's armed Poetry and Politics 
ENOUG H forces to a state of defencelessness un- 
Ss si th h of World ; , 
BO Pine’ SNe ape LOaeie Ob ere Wari Mr Richard Crossbum has publicly ve- 
in fairly recent history. 
PAs i ee This is the obituary which we are holding for 
But non-politicians are still subject to publication after that sad event. Any 
Cecil Harmsworth Waugh: clearance means that his blessed Wank 
Tank cannot be given any documents of a 
ceit at having won the Election when every- Thé death of: Richard Crossuunbastaren 
from our midst more, far more, than just 
than that the present Leader of the Oppos- 00° else to-head his Wank Tank. Hence the | 1 ich first inenired Sir dohn-Berjeamay tae 
ition seems inadequate to the task which des- | ong and detailed study of dog licences. celebrated Private Eye columnist (in those — 
Leadership of the Labour Party before it is he who is spreading these disgraceful | hind. 
30th October of this year, I give due warn- rumours, 


It also explains th f a kn 
ES ar col prp > Sea lego a quested that a full account of his sexual ex- 
security-vetting (the calumny runs) and corrections, additions, etc, should be senl 
A: a time when there is the gravest sensitive or highly classified nature. "Broad of Church and broad of mind 
another “rather dirty Wykehamist, " 
tiny has entrusted to him. However, if I think that Sir William Armstrong days, a little-known poet) to compose his 
ing that my organ, HP Sauce, will publish 


In later life a confirmed family man, 
the entire range of information which it ° ° Crossbum was not always quite =i hetero- 
possesses on the past and present behaviour Mein High sexual as he later became. To him in- _ 
deed has been credited an attempt on the vir- 
tue of the undergraduate Stephen Spender 
S eed Kam 1 at a reading party in the Oxford vacation. 
e D This experience , itisthought, may well have | 


been-instrumental in convincing orilliant young) 


of this man. This warning will not be re- 
peated. 


Think Tank By William Camp Follower Spender that he was a poet, against all 


VI le ru Mou rs See of Mr William Camp's skill as 


4 a publicist can be inferred from the press 


. ‘Iq! x coverage of his dismissal. PR experts 

i JRonours nat tort Rosch absolutely TCKon that if 30 million Pakistanis died in 
i nothing all this time are completely untrue, great pain orif Princess Anne lost both her 
j Kean reveal. These rumours are almost ovarian tracts at a Hunt Ball, they could 


} ~S certainly being spread around by senior scarcely hope for aS many column inches. 


Civil Servants like Sir William Armstrong, The Sunday Telegraph claims that he was 
in jealous frustration. For the last two sacked for allegedly writing articles in 
months Lord Rothschild and the bevy of Private Eye. This may suggest that Kampf 
teenage Etonians he installed in Downing is the author of the Eye's brilliant Slicker 
Street (much to Grocer's delight) have column. What is certain, however, is that 
been thinking about dog licences: should only Kampf's incisive - and sometimes 
they be abolished or should charges for ruthless - manipulation of Martini cocktails 
_ them be tripled ? behind the scenes prevented the exposure 
" and humiliation of H. Wislon during that 
To those who suggest that this is not a buffoon's parody of an election campaign, 
very important problem for the nation's in June of last year. He was not asked to 
top brains, Rothschild's detractors have an Stay with the defeated Wislon because it is Crossbum as a gay young man 
even less plausible rumour, which I happen thought that he did not find favour with Mrs . : 
to know to be completely without a shred of Williams. ExAGENCe ta ane Coe ee Seats 
truth: the wankers (they say) not being clude from this that Crossbum's influence 
elected politicians must be subject to the So now Wislon and the Labour Party has been as profound - and as beneficial - 
wander round whining and blubbing about in the field of poetry as it has been in the 


process known as positive vetting by the 
Security Services. This has revealed not 
only that Rothschild was a once a member 

of the Communist Party but also that he 

has been associated more recently with 
various organisations not a million miles 
removed from the Israeli cause in the 
Middle East, or Zionism, as it is sometimes 


bias against them on HP Sauce, the BBC, field of politics. When war came, he de- 
etc. The Labour Party organisation is now | monstrated that, like many heterosexuals, 
seen for what it is - a bunch of paranoid he was intensely prudent by nature; ee. 
hacks and disgruntled time servers. We joining a branch of the home Civil Service’ 
cannot reveal the names of those respon- for the duration. 

Sible for this state of affairs because, typ- Although in later life he lost the looks 


ically enough, they have all, at one time or which had made him the toast of Winches- 


called. bal , See cee pe ree aE ter, his loveliness is preserved there ina | 
Politicians are exempt from this sacked. pabied ventyel =: : Sik =a 
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Extract from Note for File /iimeriewoepork 


PE, 95CH] 
Hxtraet_ for PueJNOs eee: 6 05 1965 Gans, Sart Lak ORY a INNING rote neers ROTHSCHILD Niateaore 

(Held f ; 
Original in File No..L,.595«842...... K3/9 Peete Are AE Serial...... Sys Re Dated ek bet. L 
Date and Phicerof “nite ew) Meeting ete lees gc ee ee eck. Gil pa ah nme ee, ic bn FE Scan) Sone gee ey ee 
With (alsoigive security context of perso Heing intervie wed)its.1.1..0-0.0 os osteo snes eels teu: weve ce acaee dicen deh Gini mies, Nase len een eam 
GUD JOCG 2.5. cadenza tte esas errata aed Meee tela loinc tates bold diy an ueayarscn vs erg Oeycata asset ek OR ee cSt Rares 2 Lee eee ce Rae 
OMGGR ye BAe niet oy omc iit nue oem s USEC Olu incoherence hasan cen akcre arcs uen SOCUION 66.25 «ccske eee 
Extracted by.......... 11: AN en SOCGHLION JF. csaapon, 1, a le PA Dahert. hee ac ek bids ke 


@i i$ Note for File 


es eS ST a ee 


Following K.Adviser's discussion with Christopher Soames 
and Vieter ROTHSCHLIED su. -3 6% 


3. Tess ROTHSCHILD is arranging to consult Lady Ismay in 
the hope that she may be able to produce Lord Ismay's diaries 
of the period. 


signed: D.C. Sparks 


2ist July, 1971 


K3/9 


*Strike out inapplicable. 


8. Form 81¢C 3m 2.69 
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(1037) Dd.106415. 200M. 1/66. K.C.N. Gp.616/1. 
S. Form 81/rev,. 11.62 


EXTRACT 


Pink WN 24 ROVWTHI A 
PRIA t AOL ENE NOs se sohasccsieiesc sini cvacoacelncees Wee sue Te ob Fee waes oe uke Naim e Stee seceu cae sua ais sae eva cae eee ene odile Re geteaaecy seam Ser S0 Ue yy 
Original in File No. :*............0.. Pape cig Elevate Clive sie cee mse ttes paige Winkie metic Serial :....... pees Receipt Date tii..:-..0.6. NeEeeeers datines 
2 Original from :..:.....cverview, report Under! Refiotiess a5 yee eee Saath Dated eee lee 
2 as ote A WAS a 
1 Sara 122 Pou R06 Hale 6) 0 paint HRN NLA pp Lae re Pee AR Sig beeueveaaacwa scenes sekseveuscunees Were see ok eb abel aioe nea eae ee DO CLIOMAE Hie nL t Seen. 
fs ny . 
S . pxtiract from interview with Dr. Georre KITSON CLARK by EB. W. Pratt 
nae Sits rr 
BE 
§ e 
Ge Ci as} 
ow 
og : 
e at 
oo r * Letts 
8 l/ He Started oF saying that. 
{ BURGESS was heipel deine. peat toe oe a. a drunxard and ha sal y : 
| amotional, * KITSON GLARK' s friend, Charles BROAD, had described 
i . M Thuy 5 nat } i 
| ATIIAWAS as eee wittea"’ - and this was about right, Notwithstanding 


j HORS pn 3O 


these shortcomings, BURGESS had been a more genuine person tnan 

| those in the flashily smart ce with-which hé had gyrated, He said 
He twasethninking! of people, Like Wicvoer ROTHSCHILD and Anthony BLUAT. 
| ale Bee gar Pepe es ented an pane he me ge te that 

| ideal and to that extent at least he was an idealist, Neitner 
-OTHSCHLLD nor Stunt he tnought had Beiered in any thang very 


: ROUTH 


much and neither could be described as an idealist, 
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aide mA wow lt Cie Wy, , 
Concerning tne Poussin, Victor pays 


| fs) 
| that & present ig a present is a present, § 
a do what you think rigt.t with it. 


I 
Good luck for the Hon. begrese 


wisn I could be there. 
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TOP SECRET 
Extract from Note for File Eatonton ikoprant 


Extract for File No.......b2 »605.,565 fet Vaasa IN Guna ees te ee oMies Oo] 212 CT? ma OY utes. Sm Ne 
Original in File No. ¥2595=42...... eee RARNN Sp Serial........ ook em a Dated ot Aw Gia fis: Umut, eee 
Date and Place of “hoyoryigy/Meeting........ Cabimet, Oft lee en Wipes (Wel aula, oun ee 
with (also give security context of person being interviewed) ....... Christopher. Soames....and. Lord... 
Rothschild 
Sujet iees ir ek ies Sees ol ale can ge kM pea Nana ay Sry ule age ape, ck Meu eent, UREN or RCO! Ties Atlee yi Nee ae a A 
Ofticer...... i MM. be fog ds ec Na ei ee USPTO UirGis wate mages Wy SMe dr ues select Ie peti sc: Section. K/AGN ears th 
Extracted Dy) ....,:..<s006.: KAC See SEAR Ar NAS Section.......... BO thie fhe ee Daten, tig Ser teak ol ae 


Note for File 


ERS Ce Cet St ad So 


; I saw Christopher Soames in the Cabinet Office 
with Lord ROTHSCHILD on Friday 11th June to see whether 
his wife could help with an identification. 


Signed: P.M. Wright 


K Ady. 


14th June, 1971 


*Strike out inapplicable. BY C) e SE C RET 


8. Form 81¢C 3m 2.69 
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; 

"Extract for File No. : Ph 608 S66 ban i atant pres Nama: ..s5.. ROT HSEHILD |. | 

Original in File Nal: PEs Bee Q24e iris ahaa Vol ..2..,.. Serial .J98a.. Dated 1.29/71, | 

Extracted by: ... LS) Vol Rak /F2/URG Date ead oa Gia Ud a cuyeinne ci ceen mance s | 
subject: BARNARD, George Alfred 


University, College and dates: 1933-37 St. John's, Cambridge 


Position in Student Movement or other significant involvement : 
oh BARNARD was a member of the Organising Committee (Ore. C 

: : > ‘ > oe mm. 
of the Cambridse University branch of the‘C.P. kes 
in the years 1934/35 and 1935/36, and as a member 


Reliability : 
He is resarded as reliable 


ng mate and Place of Interview: Sth, 19th & 29th March 1971. 1st two interviews at 
Prof. BARNARD's office, Essex. Univ. Third at Room 055. 


Interviewing Officer : @ (if used) 
BW. Pratt. : 


eesoete ee ee 


]SSHOOeddereccrsesevredseasece 


si do I asked if he had known a girlfriend of SIMON's, 
Tess MAYOR (Newnham.1935-38; PF 605,565). He had known of her 
rather than known her personally. His main recollection was that 
she had been given to throwing odd parties. The memory of one 
of these came back to him: Jakes EWER had been wheeled into the 
party wearing dark-glasses and disguised as the renegade Karl RADEK, 
This had happened just before the RADEK trial had opened in 


- Moscow, 
Comment 


(i) Karl RADEK worked with Rosa LUXEMBURG and the 
Spartakists in Germany after the First World 
War. Later he was a member of the editorial 
committee of "Izvestia". He was incriminated 
at the ZINOVIEV trial and was himself brought 
up for trial with others of the "Parallel Centre" 
in January, 1937, on charges of conspiring with 
Trotsky to overthrow the Stalinist regime. He 
was given ten years imprisonment. 


(ii) This is, I think, the first indication we have | 
had that Jakes EWER was in any way associated, } 
with Tess MAYOR. : ; 


S Form B66 600 12.70 
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" 79.6 I asked whether Tess had been in the Party. He said he » 
was not sure but he thought that probably she had not been a ( 
member although she had certainly been on the fringes. He did | 
not think she had been associated with the N.P.M. At this point, * 
BARNARD said that he had recalled that a girl, he thought a 
Quaker, who had been at Bedales had been involved in the N.P.M. ; 
he could not recall her name. I told him that Tess MAYOR herself 
had been at Bedales but BARNARD repeated that she was not the 
| girl he was thinking of in this context. I tried various other 
_ names of girls I thought had been at Bedales. I first suggested 
| Kay ARMFIELD (Newnham 1936-39; PF 140,403). BARNARD recalled her 
well. She had been very active in the student branch. He was 
uncertain, however, whether she had been the girl in the N.P.M, 
| he was thinking of but he did not rule it out. I then tried 
Beryl EEMAN (Newnham 1936-39; PF 211,233) but he did not remember 
her at all, 


eo Comment On checking, I found that there is 
no information on her file as to where Beryl . 
| EEMAN went to school. Kay ARMFIELD was at eee 
| a Bedales but we do not know whether or not she 
| \ is (or was) a Quaker, | 


PF 201,303) 
E in. the 2, 2oM. | 

sive in the student branch. | 

2S, however, indicate where the 

1. Another possible candidate 

) David HUTTON (Clare 1934-37; PF 201,064) who is 
mentioned earlier (vide Comment (i) following 

- , para. 57) as he was at school at Bedales. 
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Cutting from The Times dated 30.3.71. 


Business Diary. 


iW \ filly Baers ‘fh a 

_Think-tank man — 

_ moted: Peter Carey, much appre- 

- ciated by textile men for * combat- 

' ing the lunacies of the Labour 

_ Government’s textile policy” is 

- rising into. the nonosphere—we | 
cynically assume most recommen- — 

- dations will amount to, no”—of — 


| Lord Rothschild’s Central Policy — 
| Review Staff. From the rank Of) 
_ under-secretary at the D.T.1. he pouty: 


becomes a deputy secretary, earn- 
_ ing £9,000 a year. — Nae if 

_. With some 15. people so far 
under Rothschild’s hand at the 
_ Cabinet Office premises of C[PUR.S:: 
“he, himself, as boss, did not 
arrive until February 1—and. only 
a few more still expected to join, 
| it looks as though Carey will clas- 
Sify as one of the two most senior 
Rothschild aides. The other, Pro- 
fessor Dick Ross, also holds the 
tank of deputy secretary, though 
“not a career civil servant like 
NORTE aS AM ha ae 

__ The atmosphere of the Review 
| Staff is rather different from nor- 
mal Civil Service departmental 
“organization, ., which ‘may — suit 
Carey. Short, moustached, : 
perhaps a touch military in, bis 


and sligh 
from, wha: 


Reference. Pin. 5g 565. cmnnunsnnnennn i 


QIAK 


* A pleasure to see a good man pro: — 


ig 


ot re 


“manner, he saw war-service in the 
restricted capacity of liaison 


officer \ith Tito ‘in Yugoslavia. 
(He therefore speaks Serbu-Croat, 


which could bea stunning weapon — 


if a sharp memo to. someone in, . 


say, the Board of Trade’s export 
department js ever needed.) 1 es) 

This time he goes in as part of 
an intellectual guerrilla’ organiza-_ 
tion, with the job taking effect | 
from April 5. He will’then be 
ending some three and a half years — 
Spent not only on textiles—a Dell — 
committee of 1969.) 4 Léyer in- 
quiry of 1970—but also chemicals. 
rubber, and tehacco. Ih’ an earlier, 

Patirce 3) hs ty d 


© Crown Copyright 


The National Archives' reference KV 2/4534 


S sale 354 rev. 7.64 5m F | or. AN r) RN gia alte Sosane 
el Be elt XEROGRAPHIC COPY 
a 3) br. 


For File No. AE. D6... 0.65. Name:..... 
Copied on ene ets) Be cies ek by: 


@., to be completed if not obvious 


Original in File No. WEL BGS) Us vol seen i Senta .)Oda... Receipt Date: 24-8: 11 


© Crown Copyright 


The National Archives' reference KV 2/4534 


Department of Education and Science cs 
Elizabeth House 39 York Road London SE1 
Telegrams Aristides London Telex 23171 

Telephone 01-928 9222 ext 3229 


ee ran mm megane eee 


Miss M Howlin 
Box 500 


Our reference 


Date 


| . * Q6 March 1971 


PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL 


Dear Miss Howlin 


As the DES Committee om Manpower Resources was dissolved in 1968 you will wish to 
hote that the following consultants, the majority of whom have been "white-carded"' 
-~» are no longer connected with the Department. There are also a number of consultants 
yl) included in the list below who are now no longer serving with the Council for 
Scientific Policy, which is still in existence. 
—- dish, 22 os ; 
I am returning the correspondence en your , fice for those former members who 


me to yo n : Re 
have come your notice ‘ 
| Sir Leon BaGRIT §,. & 7/, Lovey (PF 72,663/03B/2) formerly CMR | 
eg ¥ John Geoffrey BALLY.— Pf ieeokake tt " 
George Alfred BARNARD (PF 52,034/03B/2) " CSP 
Derek Harold Richard BARTONwW7 de asi ° (PF 761,862/03B/2) n Nn 
Francis William Roger,BRAMBELL V elle: K e 
\Dr Edward Francis BROOKMANV— Ls)y 14480 n" CMR 


Ernest Boris CHAIN PF 9g (PF 603,895/F.2/THL) " CSP 
\Sir (Edward) searieert oan tice A UV RO eo " mn 
/ 


V Arthur Frederick E n CMR 
VMichael HALLV sy, . eal) " " 
. Stanley George HOOKER y — L- ‘412/867 "SP 
Reginald Victor JONES — | HOY - 367 CSP 
@ ° . Claus A MOSER Rie ON me La aise j is CMR 
on \“ Alfred Brian PIPPARD’ — Lol4] 3401 n CSP 
Louis ROSENHEAD | (PF 751,438/C3B/1) " CMR 
Lord ROTHCHILD Y. (PF 605,565/C. 3) " CSP 
v John Richard Nicholas STONE’~ 65/4/44 | a GMR 
VSir Gordon SUTHERLANDY — (PESS4U36 i CSP . 
V James TOPPING 'y aCe lt: Ba a " 
\Sir Perey Frederick Ronald VENABLESY — bS!14/445| i" i" 
Sir Brian WINDEYER » (L 514/1038/03B/2) : H 
Lewis T WRIGHT Y 774-S)¢-27/6 meh i 
‘Richard Diworth YOUNG, Wagener es q CMR 
‘Alexander John YOUNGSON Y. " CSP 
i aaeaes ie Yours sincerely 


ET ead BRE SO Vea eee gre oul 


Yee rere 


ee PRAY of 
ere ee : abs ain , . Se 
“a Fr @ ' & bi 4 2. AY, 
oN 


as Aus ee, ye, 
ail Rug Via RF Smith 
\= ALGbI Establishments and 


This Paper /s su/table for Dyeline Photocopying Org pornch BRanon ; 2 
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PERSODARL CONFIDENTIAL, 


UNITED KINGDOM ATOMIC ENERGY AUTHORITY 


Security Branch 
ll, CHARLES UO STREET 


holt, 
mes aT LONDON-S-W:! 
01-930 6262 


Our ret: A=O/F.60313 


Your ref: PF. 868,786 22nd February 1971 
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yr. Keturah LITTlL: 
Oe 2 
é : © When you were here’ last week I mentioned 
i he attached document prepared by Kitty LITTLE. 
am sorry to inflict yet another of these 
iys\-on you, but 1 feel that this one may lots: 
f Some —Sslicnt Siemiitoance. 


TY 
Fae 
at 


The 'X' referred to is, I understand, 
Loman ovosehila TI mentioned to you orally 


the reasoi® why I considered it possibly a 
| a tedesodd nat Mi tey LIne Le isnouldlnave jp1cked 
bAiSs. panteculac Berson. and lam Sina een Wan 
i e 


FO Le MA anOUmr nC ms Ont Clon OMamilacts information 
re have not asked her (not that she would 
necessarily be erepared to tell us aT yurea ye |) 


Oe NO. moO. 

Pari mameim: SUrSC Ural. s 
| Lonaon, ele ceeee alee 

a 
| BET ecmabat la 
* cS . Gu * we ti " f 8 é Me 


THIS IS A COPY 
ORIGINAL DOCUMENT RETAINED 
IN DEPARTMENT UNDER SECTION 
3(4) OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS 
ACT 1958 GAL swe 


Zo 2eZ 


© Crown Copyright 


ee 


2 


‘ft 
_ 


alo 


93 's99 


“1L-t-ee 


Tar 


The National Archives' reference KV 2/4534 


THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT] 
RETAINED IN DEPARTMENT | 
UNDER SECTION 314) OF 
THE PUBLIC RECORDS 
ACT 1958 


© Crown Copyright 


